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PLATONIC SCHOLARSHIP: 1945-1955 
I 


Preliminary Remarks 

This select bibliography of work on Plato pub- 
lished between 1945 and 1955 is designed to offer 
a maximum of information within a minimum of 
space. Critical comment has, therefore, been reduced 
to the barest essentials. Platonic studies, save the 
less important, are not easily summarized; on many 
problems there is no common opinion to be regis- 
tered. This list, it is hoped, will enable readers to 
find quickly what is relevant to their purposes.? 


Items on Socrates, as distinct from the Platonic 
Socrates, are not listed; de Magalhaes-Vilhena (cf. 
Section A)? has promised that he will continue his 
studies, which are nothing if not complete biblio- 
graphically. Likewise omitted are the following: 
works dealing with Aristotle's relation to Plato; dis- 
cussions of Platonism, i.e. the influence of Plato on 
later thinkers, or similarities between the thought 
of Plato and that of later writers; re-editions of 
pre-1945 works, unless considerably redone, or unless 
the first edition did not become known in America; 
brief resumés of unpublished talks in the publications 
of learned societies; pre-1945 articles adopted into 
new collections or anthologies, again unless the 


I. I wish to thank Professor H. Cherniss who took time 
out to send me a lengthy statement of the arrangement of 
his own Plato file, which helped me to see more clearly 
deficiencies in my own system; further, Mrs. R. L. Kirk 
and Mrs. M. T. Trudo of the University of Washington 
Library staff, and Miss Y. Courtright of the University of 
California Library staff, who graciously assisted me in 
locating elusive items; also, Dean H. A. Burd of the 
Graduate School of the University of Washington whose 
funds allowed me to devote a summer to this study and 
to take a trip to Berkeley to inspect items not readily 
available in Seattle. 

2. See Index of Sections, infra, p. 174. 


original publication was not likely to have been 
noticed; translations of dialogues, unless noteworthy 
from a philological or philosophical point of view. 
These limitations have, however, been set aside in 
a few instances; equally unmethodically, a very few 
works antedating or postdating the period under 
review have been listed. Doubtful dialogues and 
apocrypha are covered. 


In the case of Plato, more so than with other 
writers, it is often difficult to decide under which 
of two or more headings to file a particular item. 
In case of doubt, the reader is requested to begin 
his search by looking under F. The Dialogues. For 
instance, for material on Plato's notions concerning 
sensation, cf. the sections on the Theaetetus and the 
Timaeus; for time, motion, and space, the Timaeus; 
for Atlantis material, the Critias; for the philosophy 
of language, the Cratylus. In a few cases, the reader 
will be guided by cross-references. Within each sub- 
group (e.g., B2a) the items are, wherever feasible, 
listed in chronological sequence. 


My debt to Marouzeau’s L’Année Philologique is 
evident. For journals, Marouzeau’s abbreviations 
have been used. To save space, books are listed 
as a rule without note of place of publication or 
publisher, which may readily be determined from 
Marouzeau or from the various national bibliogra- 


phies.* 


3. Ed, Note: Page length of book items has been noted 
regularly only in Section A. It may be well to remark 
that in Prof. Rosenmeyer’s meticulously prepared ms. this 
detail was noted throughout; the decision to omit this in- 
formation, again in the interest of space, except in a few 
cases where we felt that this was indispensable to a proper 
notion of the scope of the , was entirely our own, 
and we take the occasion to thank the author for his more 
than generous acquiescence in a purely editorial determina- 
tion. Particulars may, of course, normally be found in 
Marouzeau. — E.A.R. 
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SIGLA 


(b) 
(d) 
(m) 
(p) 


technical discussion 
in ms. or microfilm only 


non-technical or popular . 


contains good bibliography Pl. 
(rev): important review article (r) condemned in reviews 


(s) systematic work; uses text as point of departure only 


Plato, Platonic 


basic, or highly recommended 


Cross-references regularly indicate section (or sub-section) of this article in italics; author; year of publication. 
E.g., “FI9I Steidle 1950” (infra, p. 177, end para. 1) refers the reader to S.’s interpretative article on the Laches 


(infra, p. 180) as also pertinent here. 
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A. Bibliographies and Surveys 


C. Ritter’s last Bursian report: JAW 225 (1930) 
121-168. — M. F. Sciacca, Platone** (Guide Bibl., 
Univ. Catt. del S. Cruore, 2.5, 1945; pp. 58): 
critical comment on each work listed. — H. Cherniss, 
“Some War-Time Publications Concerning Plato,”* 
AJPh 68 (1947) 113-146, 225-265. — O. Gigon, 
Bibliogr. Einfiihrung in d. Studium der gr. Philoso- 
phie, 12: Platon (1950; pp. 30). — H. Raeder, 
Platoniske Studier (1950; pp. 30): brief survey of 
scholarship since Rohde. — P.M. Schuhl, “Ov en 
sont les recherches sur le Platonisme?”, L’Information 
littéraire 4 (1952) 194-198. — A. Capizzi, “Studi 
su Platone dal 1940 ad oggi,” RassFilos 2 (1953) 
225-238, 313-338: badly arranged, not entirely re- 
liable. — P. M. Schuhl, “Platon, quinze années 
d'études platoniciennes,” Actes du Congres Budé 
1953 (1954) 149-169. — Sir David Ross, “The 
Greek Philosophers,” in M. Platnauer, ed., Fifty 
Years of Classical Scholarship (1954) 130-149: 
section on Pl. too summary.5 — K. Priimm, S.J., 
Die Fortschritte des Jahrzehnts 1941-1951 in der 
Erarbeitung der weltanschaulichen Gehalte der 
antiken Philosophie (1954; pp. 50; PL: pp. 13-22): 
from a Catholic point of view, and with stress on 
Catholic contributions. — F. J. Dubois has regular 
detailed reports on Pl. studies in RSPA. 


For Socrates, see V. de Magalhaes-Vilhena, Le 
Probléme de Socrate: Le Socrate historique et le 
Socrate de Platon (1952; pp. 568): exhaustive 
bibliography; (rev): C. J. de Vogel, “The Present 
State of the Socratic Problem,” Phromesis 1 (1955) 
26-35. — For Pl. theses in progress in Great Britain, 
cf. Bull. Inst. Class. Studies London. — J. Ziircher, 
Lexicon Academicum (1954; pp. 36): a lexicon of 
proper names in Pl. 


B. General Works 

B1. Texts and Translations of Collected Dialogues; 
Anthologies: C. J. de Vogel, Greek Philosophy: A 
Collection of Texts, vol. 1: Thales to Plato (1950; 
pp. 318): excellent coverage of Pl., with discussion 
of chief problems. — L. Stefanini, Antologia pla- 
tonica (1952; pp. 102): brief general introduction, 
with short bibl, and relevant txcerpts from the 
dialogues, in Italian; useful. — B. Jowett, tr. The 
Dialogues of Plato, 4th ed. rev., 4 vols. (1953); 
(rev): P. DeLacy, CPh 49 (1954) 262-265. — E. 
Turolla, tr., Plato: I dialoghi, Apologia e le Epistole, 
3 vols. (1953): with introductions, notes, etc. 


4. For arbitrary symbols used in the critical portion of 
these notes, see the list of sigla (supra, p. 174). 

5. See P. Diamandopoplos and W. M. Calder Ill, CW 
49 (1955-56) 127-128, 145-146. 


B2. Secondary Works. — B2a. Introductions; 
Comprehensive Studies: A. Koyré, Discovering Plato 
(1945; onig.: Introduction a la lecture de Pl., 1941): 
stress on PI.’s social thought, and on his role as 
promoter of philosophical thought. — J. Barion, 
Macht und Recht: Eine Platonstudie (1947): (p). 
— I. Theodorakopoulos, Eisagoge ston Platona, 2nd 
augm. ed. (1947): (p). — G. Nebel, Griechischer 
Ursprung, 1: Platon und die Polis (1948). — K. 
Schilling, Platon: Einfiibrung in seine Philosophie 
(1948): expositon of dialogues; includes a discus- 
sion of German interpretations of Pl. — R. Simeterre, 
Introduction a l'étude de Platon (1948): little more 
than synopses of dialogues. 

G. C. Field, The Philosophy of Plato* (1949): 
an excellent condensation, along unitarian lines.6 — 
R. Robinson, “Plato,” Oxford Classical Dictionary 
(1949) 698-700: sane and impartial, but uninform- 
ative on certain key issues. — H. Leisegang, “Platon,” 
RE XX.2 (1950) cols. 2342-2537: a very disap- 
pointing study, if not useless; magisterial in tone, 
wilful in interpretation, limited and even wrong in 


its information; totally unsympathetic to Pl. — C. 
Librizzi, | problemi fondamentali della filosofia di 
Platone (1950): a unitarian exposition. — G. 


Méautis, Platon vivant (1950): (p). — C. Carbonara, 
La filosofia greca, 1: Dalle origins a Platone (1951): 
a general introduction, with references to text. — 
G. J. de Vries, Inleiding tot het denken van Plato 
(1952): (p). 

H. Gauss, Philosophischer Handkommentar zu 
den Dialogen Platos (1952- ): 3 vols. of this 
series have appeared to date (1952-56); G. sees 
himself as the latest in a succession of Christian, 
particularly Anglican Platonists; with little stress on 
philological matters, he deals with the large philo- 
sophical questions arising from the dialogues; treat- 
ment of the early dialogues is rather cursory. — A. 
Gustarelli, Socrate e Platone (1953). — P. Friedlinder, 
Platon, vol. 1: Seinswahrheit und Lebenswirklichkeit,* 
2nd ed. corr, augm. (1954): over against the 
1928 ed., there are six new chapters, most of them 
about Plato's position in modern German thought. 
— P. M. Schuhl, L’oewvre de Platon (1954): em- 
phasis on a crisis in Pl.’s thought. — G. Semerari, 
“Filosofia ed esistenza umana in Platone,” RIFD 31 
(1954) 670-711. — R. C. Lodge, The Philosophy 
of Plato (1956): jauntily written, fresh perspectives. 


6. For the terms “unitarian” and “evolutionist,” cf. infra, 
Section D. 


Prof. Rosenmeyer's article is the eighteenth in 
the CW series of surveys of recent work in the 
various fields of classical scholarship and teaching. 
See CW 50 (1956-57) 35, 65, 135, 159. 
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B2b. Plato Set Off Against Other Thinkers: 
G. M. A. Grube, “Platonist and Aristotelian,” Phoenix 
2 (1947-8) 15-28: on the differences in life, char- 
acter, temperament. — J. de Munster, “Aristotelisme 
en Platonisme,” Bijdragen de Philos. en Theol. 
Facult. d. Noord- end Zuid-Neederl. Jezuieten 1949, 
pp. 144-186. — E. von Ivanka, “Zur Motivanalyse 
des Platonismus,” ZPAF 4 (1949-50) 385-392: on 
an inherent schism in Pl. thought. — C. J. de Vogel, 
“Examen critique de l'interpretation traditionelle du 
platonisme,” RMM 56 (1951) 249-268: in his last 
phase, Pl. anticipates Aristotle. — C. J. de Vogel, 
“On the Neoplatonic character of Platonism and 
the Platonic character of Neoplatonism,” Mind 62 
(1953) 43-64. — P. Merlan, From Platonism to 
Neo-Platonism* (1953): like Miss de Vogel, M. 
tries to efface the distinction between Pl. and his 
successors; they merely worked out what Pl. had 
intimated or wrestled with, ie. chiefly his mathe- 
matics; (rev): F. Kohnke, Gnomon 27 (1955) 157- 
164, and H. Dorrie, PhilosRdschau 3 (1955) 14-25. 
— C. J. de Vogel, “A la recherche des étapes précises 
entre Platon et le Néoplatonisme,” Mnemosyne 7 


(1954) 111-122. — J. Hessen, Platonismus und 
Prophetismus, 2nd ed. (1955; first: 
ligent job of synkrisis. 


intel- 


1939): 


B2c. Special Perspectives: H. Perls, Platon: Sa 
conception du kosmos, 2 vols. (1945): unconven- 
tional and stimulating appraisal of Plato’s thought 
in Kantian terms. — J. Wild, Plato’s Theory of 
Man: An Introduction to the Realistic Philosophy 
of Culture (1946); (rev): L. Strauss, Social Re- 
search 13 (1946) 326-367. — E. Hoffmann, Platon: 
Vierzehn Vorlesungen gehalten an d. Univ. Heidel- 
berg im Winter 1946-7 (1950): a well-known PI. 
scholar presents a summary of his teachings; (d); 
“highly dubious, but neither silly nor dull.” — E. 
des Places, Pindare et Platon (1949): not a study 
but an exclamation. — V. Goldschmidt, La religion 
de Platon (1949): the title is misleading; a general 
book on Pl. contending that his thought is a kind 
of religion; less careful than G.’s other studies. — 
A. .J. Festugiére, Personal Religion Among the 
Greeks (1954): ch. 3 (pp. 37-52) views Pl. under 
the special auspices of a study of religion. 


B2d. Plato Today: M. F. Sciacca, “La verita di 
Platone,” Giorn. d. Metaf. 1 (1946) 169-187, 241- 
259: an enthusiastic manifesto. — H. Groot, Plato 
en zijn Beteekenis voor onze tijd (1947): in part 
a comparison with Indian thought; very elementary. 
— J]. Moreau, “Platon et la crise de la civilisation 
contemporaine,” Giorn. d. Metaf. 4 (1949) 169-175. 
— R. S. Brumbaugh, “Plato Studies as Contemporary 
Philosophy,” Rev. of Met. 6 (1952-3) 315-324: 


comments on recent publications. — W. C. Greene, 
“Platonism and Its Critics,” HSPh 41 (1953) 39-71: 
defends Pl. against current attacks. — R. Levinson, 
In Defense of Plato (1953): an exhaustive rebuttal, 
directed chiefly against M2 Popper 1945.7 — O. 
Seel, Die platonische Akademie (1953): concerning 
the meaning of das Akademische to us. — W. J. 
Verdenius, “Christianiserende en histoorische Plato- 
interpretatie,” Need. Theol. Tijdschr. 8 (1954) 129- 
143. — J. Pieper, “Ueber den Philosophiebegrift 
Platons,” Arbeitsgemeinschaft fiir Forschung des 
Landes Rheinland-Westf. (1955) 19-33: a weighty 
and subtle formulation. 


C. Plato's Life; The Academy (cf. also F1l, M) 


H. Cherniss, The Riddle of The Early Academy* 
(1945): very compactly, C. here presents his evi- 
dence for his views on PL.’s supposed oral teachings, 
the “idea-numbers,” and PIl.’s function in the 
Academy; upshot: Pl. did little, if any, oral teaching; 
formal instruction in the Academy was almost en- 
tirely mathematics, i.e. propaedeutics; (d), (b). — 
F. Carrata, “Sulle relazioni fra Socrate, Platone ed 
Archelao re di Macedonia,” Antiquitas 1 (1946) 
8-26. — H. Herter, Platons Akademie (1946; 2nd 
ed., with few changes, 1952; pp. 40): evades the 
questions raised by Cherniss. — G. Pugliese Carratelli, 
“La citta platonica,” PP 1 (1946) 6-21: on the re- 
lation between PI.’s political theory and his practice. 
— P. M. Schuhl, “Platon et I'activité politique de 
l'Académie,” REG 59-60 (1946-47) 46-53. — H. 
Verbeke, Het leven van Plato bij Diogenes Laertius: 
Commentaar en bronnenstudie, Thesis Gand; cf. 
RBPh 25 (1946-47) 939. —'G. Kuehhas, Die 
Platonvita’ des Diogenes Laertios, Diss. Graz 
(1947); (m). 


L. Marcuse, Plato and Dionysius (1947): a re- 
flective biography, with a heavy dose of political 
preaching. — U. Kahrstedt, “Platons Verkauf in 
die Sklaverei,” WJA 2 (1947) 295-300. — G. Boas, 
“Fact and Legend in the Biography of Plato,” PhR 
57 (1948) 439-457: lists and analyzes the evidence, 
and concludes that none of it is reliable; (rev): 
R. S. Bluck, “Plato's Biography: The Seventh Letter,” 
PhR 58 (1949) 503-509, who combats Boas’s scep- 
ticism is general and on specific points. — H. 
Leisegang, “Der Gottmensch als Archetypus,” Eranos- 
Jahrbuch 18 (1949) 9-45: biographical studies in 
Empedocles, Plato, Moses, and Jesus. — R. S. H. 
Bluck, Plato’s Life and Thought. with a Translation 
of the Seventh Letter (1949): for school use. — 
G. de Santillana, “Eudoxus and Plato: A Study in 


7. For the system of cross-referencing used within this 
article, see the note under sigla (supra, p. 174). 
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Chronology,” Isis 40 (1949) 248-262: fixes Eudoxus’s 
acme in 357. — N. di Fede, Dionigi il Giovane 
(1949): attempts to exonerate Dionysius the 
Younger. — L. Wickert, “Platon und Syrakus,” RAM 
93 (1949) 27-53. — FI9I Steidle 1950. 


K. F. Stroheker, “Platon und Dionysius I. von 
Syrakus,” HZ 173 (1952) 225-259. — F. Lion, Plato 
von Hellas aus gesehen (1952): Plato psycho- 
analyzed; (r). — C. B. Armstrong, “Plato's Acad- 
emy,” Proceed. Leeds Philos. Soc. 7.2 (1953) 89-106: 
a comprehensive treatment, based on Cherniss; (p). 
— M. Vanhoutte, “La réalisation d’un plan politique 
selon Platon,” Actes Congr. Intern. de Philos. 1953 
(1953) 77-82: the tension between Plato's political 
theory and action. — J. R. Buisman, “De Wekker 
van Plato,” Hermeneus 24 (1953) 110-113; also 
J. D. Meerwaldt, “Plato’s Nachtuurwerk,” Hermeneus 
24 (1953) 189-194; 25 (1954) 61-70, 162-173: 
on the apparatus mentioned by Athenaeus 4.174. — 
L. Wickert, “Theorie und Wirklichkeit in Platons 
Staatsdenken,” RAM 97 (1954) 68-75. 


D. Chronology of the Dialogues (cf. also B [eg. 
B2a Simeterre 1948, who offers a survey of opin- 
ions], C, F [especially F9I and F361], G3, I, L, O) 


The debate between unitarians and evolutionists 
continues, the latter dating the dailogues by tracing 
the evolution of Plato's thought, the former ques- 
tioning this correlation. Roughly, the evolutionists 
flourish in England and France (exceptions: B2a 
Field 1949, 02 Goldschmidt 1947), while the unit- 
arians are more prominent in the U.S. and Germany 
(cf. Friedlander, CPh 40 [1954] 253-259). Sprach- 
statistik has been dormant; there have been no 
major studies in the tradition of Campbell, Ritter, 
von Arnim — or Lutoslawski. 


Y. Yanachter, “Un aspect du style de Platon: 
Essai d'une interpretation chronologique et psycho- 
logique,” AC 15 (1946) 83-95: statistics concern- 
ing the use of 23 grammatical constructions in three 
dialogues. — A. Bertozzi, “Il termine doxa nei dia- 
loghi di Platone,” Giorn, di Metaf. 3 (1948) 37-43: 
the evolution of its meaning used as a criterion to 
trace Pl.’s development. — M. Wundrt, “Die Zeitfolge 
der platonischen Gespriiche,” ZPhF 4 (1949-50) 
29-56: a survey of opinions. — G. Rudberg, 
“Protagoras - Gorgias - Menons: Eine platonische 
Uebergangszeit,” SO 30 (1953) 30-41: a rather 
mechanical approach. — L. Brandwood, “Analysing 
Plato's Style with an Electric Computer,” Bull. Inst. 
Class. Stud. London 3 (1956) 45-54: a preliminary 
report in which B. proposes to use a computer to 
compile and co-ordinate lexicographical, rhythmical, 
and syntactical data for a new stylistic chronology 


of Pl. 


E. Transmission of Text 


There has been no new treatment of the Pl. text 
as a whole since the controversy between Jachmann 
and Bickel in the early forties (G. Jachmann, “Der 
Platontext,” Gétt. Nachr. 1941.11 [1942] 225-389; 
cf, also GGA 1941, 426-428; E. Bickel, “Geschichte 
und Recensio des Platontextes,” RAM 92 [1943] 
97-158; cf. also ibid. 94-96). Jachmann rejects the 
notion (Wilamowitz et al.) that the trilogic edition 
of Aristophanes of Byzantium was preceded by an 
Academic tetralogic edition anticipating ours; also 
he argues that the text was corrupted at such an 
early stage that divination rather than the recording 
of stemmata is what is needed for textual criticism. 
Bickel rejoins that there was indeed an Academic 
edition by tetralogies, that it was authoritative 
enough to make futile the trilogic interlude, and 
that it must remain the goal of our recensio. Cf. 
further H. Langerbeck, in Gnomon 22 (1950) 
375-380. 


Chiefly devoted to the Laws, but of importance 
also for the text as a whole: F20E des Places 1951. 
— New findings are to be expected from the two 
series of Warburg Institute publications entitled 
Plato Latinus and Plato Arabus, here listed under 
F, e.g. F261 Minio-Paluello 1950. — Textual in- 
consistencies (cf. Q@2 Schaerer 1938) have not found 
their J. E. Powell (see his work on Herodotus and 
Thucydides in CQ 27 [1933] and 28 [1934]), — 
Two pertinent works: R. Pack, Greek and Latin 
Literary Texts from Greco-Roman Egypt (1952): 
Pl. papyri on PP. 50-51. — Q2 Andrieu 1954: on 
transmission of dialogue form. — J. Ziircher, Das 
Corpus Academicum in neuer Auffassung dargestellt 
(1954): in this curiosity Z. argues that most of 
the dialogues were put together and indeed written 
by Polemon, head of the Academy in the early third 
century B.C. 


F. The Dialogues 


There have been no new Teubners, Oxonienses, 
Loebs; but the Budé Plato is close to completion. 


Fl. Alcibiades 1: — Fil: A. J. Festugiére, “Grecs 
et sages orientaux,” RHR 130 (1945) 29-41. — 
P. Friedlander, “Socrates Enters Rome,” AJPh 66 
(1945) 337-351 (also in B2a Friedl. 1954): fur- 
ther arguments for the genuineness of Alc. 1. -— 
J. Delhaise, Deux travaux philologiques sur le com- 
mentaire de Proclus a4 lV Alcibiade premier de Platon, 
Thesis Liege; cf. RBPb 1948, 815. — E. Delco- 
minette, Sur l'authenticité du Premier Alcibiade de 
Platon, Thesis Liége; cf. RBPh 1950, 771. — D. W. 
Reece, “The Battle of Tamagra,” JHS 70 (1950) 
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75-76. — R. S. Bluck, “The Origin of the Greater 
Alcibiades,” CQ 3 (1953) 46-52: parallels with 
early Aristotelian thought indicate 343/342 B.C. — 
L. G. Westerink, Proclus’ Commentary on the First 
Alcibiades of Plato* (1954): critical text and in- 
dices. — P. M. Clark, “The Greater Alcibiades,” 
CQ 5 (1955) 231-240: only the last third is by 
Plato himself. — L. G. Westerink, Olympiodorus’ 
Commentary on the First Alcibiades of Plato* 
(1956): critical text and indices. 


F3. Anterastai: F31: M. Isnardi, “Note al dialogo 
pseudoplatonico Anterastai,” PP 35 (1954) 137-143. 


F4, Apology: F4E: J. Zimmermann, ed., Platon: 
Apologie (1952): school edition. — F4T: B. Phabes, 
"Analekta philologika,” Athena 53 (1949) 270-296: 
on Ap. 18D. — W. Schubart, “Ein Platon-Papyrus,” 
JJP 4 (1950) 83-87: on Ap. 40B-41C. — W. C. 
Helmbold, “Atakta,” Mnemosyne 5 (1952) 224-227: 
on Ap. 39B. 


F4I: E. Skard, “Zu Platons Apologie 23B,” SO 
24 (1945) 151-153. — I. Diiring, “Socrates’ Valedic- 
tory Words to his Judges,” Eranos 44 (1946; 
Melanges Rudberg) 90-104. — G. Galli, “L’ apolo- 
gia di Socrate,” Paideia 2 (1947) 273-292: analysis 
of the work. — A. Delatte, “La figure de Socrate 
dans I’ Apologie de Platon,” BAB 36 (1950) 213- 
226. — E. de Strycker, “Platonica II: Socrate et 
I’ au-dela d’ aprés I’ Apologie platonicienne,” LEC 18 
(1950) 269-284. — E. A. Havelock, “Why Was 
Socrates Tried?”, Studies Norwood (Toronto 1952) 
95-109: Pl.’s embarrassment over Socrates’ stand 
on education. 


F5. Charmides: FSC: T. C. Tuckey, Plato's Char- 
mides* (1951): concentrates on the difficulties of 
165C-end; (d). — FSI: A. Masaracchia, “Il Carmide 
di Platone,” Maia 3 (1950) 161-180: the CA. marks 
PL.'s transition from Socrates to his own philosophy. 
— G. M. Soiacca, “Il Carmide e la ricerca d'un 
oggetto per la filosofia,” RSF 5 (1950) 103-123. 


F7. Cratylus: F7C: J. Derbolav, Der Dialog 
Kratylos (1953): an original and difficult book; 
emphasizes the limitations imposed on Pl. by his 
special understanding of language. — J. C. Opstelten, 
“Plato, Crat. 416B,” Mnemosyne 6 (1953) 313: pro- 
poses new reading; G. J. de Vries, “Plato, Cras. 
416B iterum,” Mnemosyne 6 (1953) 317, protests. 
— G. J. de Vries, “Notes on Some Passages of the 
Cratylus,” Mnemosyne 8 (1955) 290-297. 


F7I: 
guage,” 


A. Nehring, “Plato and the Theory of Lan- 
Traditio 3% (1945) 13-48. — F111 Galli 
1948. — P. R. Hofstiatter, Vom Leben des Wortes 


(1949): a respectful approach to Pl.’s linguistic 


theory, with many references to modern thinkers. 
— G. S. Kirk, “The Problem of Cratylus,” AJPb 72 
(1951) 225-253: Pl’s Cr. is mot a convinced 
Heraclitean; contrast: D. J. Allan, “The Problem 
of Cratylus,” AJPh 75 (1954) 271-287. — A. 
Pagliaro, “Il Cratilo di Platone,” Dioniso 15 (1952) 
178-198: Pl. anticipates Stoics and moderns with 
his distinction between signifier, signified, and 
object. — F25I Peck 1953-54. — F. Sontag, “The 
Platonist’s Concept of Language,” JPh 51 (1954) 
823-830: supports Pl. against modern analysts. — 
R. Robinson, “The Theory of Names in Plato's 
Cratylus,” Rev. Int. de Phil. 9 (1955) 221-236. — 
D. Ross, “The Date of Plato's Cratylus,” Rev. Int. 
de Phil. 9 (1955) 187-196: ca. 388 B.c. — E. Amado- 
Levy-Valensi, “Le probléme du Cratyle,” RPhilos 
146 (1956) 16-27. — R. Robinson, “A Criticism 
of Plato’s Cratylus,” PhR 65 (1956) 324-341: 
criticism of the nature-theory, and of the arguments 
for it in the Cr.; suggestion that Pl. may not have 
subscribed to it. 


F8. Critias: F8C: W. Brandenstein, Aé/antis, 
Grosse und Untergang eines geheimnisvollen Insel- 
reiches (1951): PIl.’s account records memories of 
historical events, pointing to Crete: (r). - 
Spanuth, Das entritselte Atlantis (1953; Priach 
tr, 1954). — R. Weyl et al. Atlantis entritselt? 
Wissenschaftler nehmen Stellung zu J. Spanuths 
Atlantis-Hypothese (1953). 


F8I: W. Brandenstein, “Das Klima von Atlantis,” 
AAHG 2 (1949) 32: on Cr, 115B.—R. L. Scranton, 
“Lost Atlantis Found Again?”, Archaeology 2 (1949) 
159-162: Atl. connected with Lake Copais. — O. 
Broneer, “Plato's Description of Early Athens and 
the origin of Metageitnia,” Hesperia Suppl. 8 (1949: 
Commen. Studies T. L. Shear) 47-59: the festival 
celebrated yearly migrations reflected in Cr. 111E- 
112E. — V. Cicchiti, “Données ethnologiques de 
Platon sur le substrat méditerranéen.” Act. Congr. 
Int. d. Et. Class. (Paris 1951) 62-73: on the ethno- 
logical data of Tim. and Cr. — C. Corbato, “In mar- 
gine alla questione atlantidea: Platone e Cartagine,” 
ArchClass 5 (1953) 232-237 (with note by M 
Pallottino, 237-238): the myth alludes to Greco- 
Punic struggles of Sth and 4th centuries B.c. — 
H. Herter, “Die Rundform in Platons Atlantis und 
ihre Nachwirkung in der Villa Hadriani,” RbM 96 
(1953) 1-20. — J2 Brumbaugh 1954. 

F9. Crito: F9E: N. Basilopoulos, ed. tr. comm., 
Kriton, eisag., keim., metaphr. (1953). — P. Hanschke, 
ed. comm., Kriton (1953): school edition. — K. 
Kosmas, ed. tr. comm., Kriton, nea metaphr. (1953). 


F9I: P. Piovani, “Per una interpretazione unitaria 
del Critone,” Pubbl. dell’ Ist. di Stud. Filos. (Rome 
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1947): by “unitarian” P. understands an interpreta- 
tion which does not split Socr.. into philosopher 
and citizen. — E. Turolla, “Il posto del Critone 
nello svolgimento del pensiero platonico e nella 
cronologia dei dialoghi,” Rivista Rosmiiana 1950, 
pp. 241-255: one of the last works of Plato. — N. 
Basilopoulos, “Hermeneutika eis Platonos Kritona,” 
Platon 5 (1953) 226-239; 6 (1954) 315-321. — 
E. Marcellusi, Critone e l’angelo del Signore, (1953): 
a Christian compares Socrates with Peter, and 
touches on basic religious issues. 


F10. Epinomis: This work is now generally con- 
sidered post-Pl. — F10Tr: A. E. Taylor, tr. and 
intr. (posthumous; most of it written 1933-34; ed. 
R. Klibansky, G. Calogero, A. C. Lloyd), Philebus 
and Epinomis (1956). — F10T: F20T des Places 
1955. 


F101: A. J. Festugiére, “L’Epinomis et l'introduc- 
tion des cultes étramgers a Athénes,” Coniectanea 
neotestamentica xi in honorem A, Fridrichsen (1947) 
66-74: the astral religion of the Ep. remains a civic 
religion, and thus does not conflict with Pl. thought; 
cf. the same author's “La religion de Platon dans 
I’ Epinomis,” Bull. de la Soc. frang. de philos, 42 
(1948) 33-48; — but contrast F361 Festugiere 1949, 
pp. 196-218, where the Ep. is treated with other 
post-Pl. works in a section connecting Pl. and the 
Stoics. — C. Mugler, “La philosophie physique et 
biologique de l'Epinomis,” REG 62 (1949) 31-79. 
— A. R. Lacey, “The Mathematical Passage in the 
Epinomis,"* Phronesis 1 (1956) 81-104: on Ep. 
990C5-1B4; (d). 


Fll. Epistles (cf. also C): FIlE: R. S. Bluck, 
ed., Plato's Seventh and Eighth Letters (1947): 
a full conservative edition; on some points, C Bluck 
1949 brings information up to. date; especially 
suited for class use. — E. Howald, Platonis Epistulae 
genuinae, graece et germanice (1951): text and tr. 
of Epp. 6-8, plus 2 as a sample of the spurious 
letters; for his text, H. adopts many of Bluck’s 
proposals. — M. Toranzo et al., Platon: Cartas 
(1954): text and Spanish tr., with brief apparatus, 
notes, intr. — F11Tr: A. Maddalena, Platone: 
Lettere (1948): after the tr., a discussion of ca. 
300 pages (awkward to use because nor divided 
into chapters) to prove that all letters are spurious. 
— FIIT: G. Giangrande, “Osservazioni sul testo 
delle epistole platoniche,” RAL 5 (1950) 333-338: 
uses Jachmann’s approach (cf. sepra, E). — G. 
Giangrande, “Nuove osservazioni sul testo delle 
epistole platoniche,” PP 6 (1951) 439-448. — G. 
Giangrande, “Emendati al testo delle epistole plato- 
niche,” PP 37 (1954) 296-300. 


F111: C Boas 1948: all letters are spurious. — U. 
Galli, “Il problema del linguaggio secondo la viia 
epistola platonica,” MAL 1 (1948) 69-90. — M. 
Untersteiner, “Polemica contro Ippia nella settima 
epistola di Platone,” RSF 3 (1948) 101-119: in 
the philosophic digression. — C Bluck 1949 (bis). 
— G. Miler, “Die Philosophie im _pseudoplato- 
nischen 7. Brief,” ArchivPhilos 3 (1949) 251-276: 
the philosophy of the letter speaks against its au- 
thenticity. — G. Giangrande, “L’epistola platonica x,” 
SIFC 24 (1950) 181-186: contacts with Isocrates. 
— G. Misch, A History of Autobiography in Anti- 
quity, 2 vols. (1950): vol. 1 pp. 110-154, a new 
chapter written specially for the English edition of 
this classic, on the 7th Epistle: “The view of Plato 
from without that we get here is in reality the 
view of a member of the Academy.” (See the protest 
of B2a Friedlander 1954, ch. 13, who perhaps un- 
derestimates the thoroughness of M.'s analysis). — 
L. Wickert, “Zur Frage der Echtheit des dritten 
platonischen Briefes,” RAM 93 (1950) 383-384: 
arguments in favour of authenticity. — F321 Isen- 
berg 1951. — F20C Miiller 1951. — F7C Derbolav 
1953: the 7th letter is Hellenistic. — Bertha Stenzel, 
“Is Plato’s Seventh Epistle Spurious?,” AJPh 74 
(1953) 383-397: no. — G, Giangrande, “La epistola 
platonica i,” RFIC 32 (1954) 353-371: the letter 
has an. apologetical purpose. — H. Patzer, “Mictteil- 
barkeit der Erkenntnis und Philosophenregiment im 
7. Platobrief,” ArchivPhilos 5 (1954) 19-36: criti- 
cism of G, Miiller. — M. Isnardi, “L’Accademia e 
le lettere platoniche,” PP 43 (1955) 241-273: a 
general summary of the question. 


F12. Euthydemos: F12E: P. Papanikolaos, 
Euthydemos, arch. keim., eisag., metapbr., semeiosss 
(1952), — F121: G. Hinrichs, “The Euthydemos as 
a locus of the Socratic Elenchus,” The New Scho- 
lasticism 25 (1951) 178-183: against R. Robinson 
(cf. infra, 1 ). — M. Soreth, “Zur relativen Chron- 
ologie von Menon und Euthydem,” Hermes 83 
(1955) 377-379: Euth. preceded Meno. 


F13. Euthyphro: F13Tr: B, and C. Mazzantini, 
tr, and comm., Platone: Eutifrone (1945): in the 
long introduction, a Christian approach, — F13l: 
A. H. Weston, “The Question of Plato's Euthyphro,” 
CB 27 (1951) 57-58. — V. Guarrella, “Intorno al 
rapporto tra morale greca e morale cristiana,” Sophia 
20 (1952) 251-253. — A. L. Hammond, “Euthyphro, 
Mill and Mr. Lewis,” JPb 49 (1952) 377-392: on 
various theories of value. — R. Stark, “Platons 
Dialog Euthypbron,” Ann. Univ. Saraviensis | 
(1952) 144-159. — J. Wytzes, “Nieuwlichterij in 
Athene,” Hermeneus 24 (1953) 205-209: the Ru. 
as a document for the history of thought. — O. 
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Gigon, “Platons Euthyphron,” Festschr. R. Tschudi 
(Wiesbaden 1954) 6-38. 


F14. Gorgias: F14E: W. Theiler, ed., Platonts 
Gorgias* (Editiones Helveticae 9 [1943]): an in- 
dependent text, with stemma codicum and a list 
of variants from Burnet. — J. Zimmermann, ed., 
Platon: Gorgias (1948): school ed., Croiset’s text. 
— F14T: F4T Helmbold 1952: on Go. 455-456. 


F14I: A. Rivier, “Les horizons métaphysiques du 
Gorgias,” BELL 21 (1947) 39-63. — G. Aspelin, 
“Politikern Kallikles,” Ajatus 15 (1948) 25-37. — 
E. Voegelin, “The Philosophy of Existence: Plato's 
Gorgias,” Review of Politics 11 (1949) 477-498: 
a sensitive explication du texte. — L. Bianchi, “A 
proposito del giudizio di Platone sul Gorgia,” Maia 
6 (1953) 272-282: a general discussion. — D 
Rudberg 1953. 


F16. Hippias I: F16C: M. Soreth, Der platonische 
Dialog Hippias Major (1953): with Grube, S. de- 
clares the Hi. genuine; places it between the Euthy- 
phro and the Phaedo; (d), (b). — FI6l: P. 
Chantraine, “Economique viii.19,” RPh 21 (1947) 
46-48: Xenophon alludes to Hi. 288D. — R. G. 
Hoerber, “Plato’s Hippias Major,” CJ 50 (1955) 
183-186. 


F17. Hippias Il: F17E: G. Calogero, ed. intr. 
comm., Platone: L’Ippia Minore (1948): full com- 
mentary. 


F18. Jon: FI8E: U. Albini, ed., lone: testo 
critico, scolii e commento (1948; new ed. 1954): 
school edition of high quality. — W. J. Verdenius, 
ed., Plato’s lo, met inleiding en hantekeningen 
(1953): ill. school edition, with Greek text on left, 
Dutch notes on right page. — F18C: L. Roussel, 
Pan! Sur I'lon de Platon (1949): (r). 


FI8I (cf. also K): C. La Driére, “The Problem 
of Plato's lon,” Journ. of Aesth. and Art Criticism 
10 (1951) 26-34. — H. Flashar, Der Dialog lon 
als Zeugnis platonischer Philosophie, Diss. Tiibingen 
(1952): (m). — M. S. Ruipérez, “Sobre la cron- 
ologia del Ion de Platén,” Aegyptus 33 (1953) 241- 
246: the allusion to musical contests (530A-B) 
allows us to date the Jon more precisely between 
394 and 391 Bc. — H. Diller, “Probleme des 
platonischen lon,” Hermes 83 (1955) 171-187: 
perhaps Plato merely projected the Jon, and a student 
executed it; (b). 


F19. Laches: F191: W. Steidle, “Der Dialog 
Laches und Platons Verhialtnis zu Athen in den 
Frithdialogen,” MH 7 (1950) 129-146. — G. Galli, 
“Sul Lachete di Platone,” I] Saggiatore (Turin 1953; 


pp. 20). — H. H. Martens, Die Eimleitung der 
Dialoge Laches und Protagoras: Untersuchungen zur 
Technik des platonischen Dialoges, Diss. Keil 
(1954): (m). 


F20. Laws (cf. F10, F1l, M, especially M5): 
F20E: A. Diés, L. Gernet (intr.), E. des Places (ed. 
and tr.), Platon: Les Lois, i-vi,* 2 vols. (1951): 
the Budé text, and the magnum opus of the series; 
impressive on every count, but particularly for its 
wealth of testimonia from the church fathers, and 
for its thorough overhaul of the text; (rev): L. A. 
Post, AJPh 75 (1954) 201-206. (The remaining 
portion of the edition is expected soon.) — F20C: 
W. Jaeger, Paideia vol. 3 (1944): largely devoted 
to a study of the Laws. — G. Miiller, Studien zu 
den platonischen Nomoi (1951): the objections 
which apply to the Epinomis also apply to the Laws; 
in style, philosophy and political thought, the Laws 
are inferior P]., if Pl. at all. For a sum of M.'s 
thesis, see E. des Places, AC 21 (1952) 376-383; 
also (rev): H. Cherniss, Gnomon 25 (1953) 367- 
379. — M. Vanhoutte, La philosophie politique de 
Platon dans les Lois (1954): uses modern philo- 
sophical concepts to elucidate certain internal con- 
tradictions which prevented Pl. from finishing the 
Laws. 


F20T: E. des Places, “Le texte des Lois de Platon,” 
RPh 20 (1946) 22-28: traces the romantic history 
of O (Vatgr. 1), and discusses the value of A, 
O, and Ven. 188. — E. des Places, “Les Lois de 
Platon et la Préparation évangélique d'Eusébe de 
Césarée,” Aegyptus 31 (1952; Scritte Vitelli) 223- 
231. — N. G. L. Hammond, “The exegetai in Plato's 
Laws,” CQ 46 (1952) 4-12: on 759D-E. — E. des 
Places, “Le Platon de Théodoret,” REG 68 (1955) 
171-184. — E. des Places, “Un pseudo-témoin des 
Lois de Platon,” RP/ 29 (1955) 45-46: the Ravenna 
ms. mentioned by some does not contain the Laws. 


F201: J. Lacourt - R. Gayet, Platon et l'économie 
dirigée (1945): on economic regulations in the 
Laws. — F. Gabrieli, “Le citazioni delle Leggi 
platoniche in Al-Biruni,” PP 2 (1947) 309-313. — 
R. G. Bury, “Two Notes on the Laws,” CR 62 
(1948) 108-109: interpretation of 833B and 784A. 
— J. Lacourt - R. Gayet, De Platon a la terreur 
(1948): on economic systems. — H. van Effenterre, 
La Créte et le monde grec de Platon a Polybe (1948). 
— F36I Festugiére 1949. — H. Haliste, “Zur 
Epergasia,” Apophoreta Tartuensia (Stockholm 1949) 
21-29. — F. Gabrieli, “Un compendio arabo delle 
Leggi di Platone,” RSC 24 (1949) 20-24: the com- 
pendium of Al-Farabi.—M. Maykowska, Quaestiones 


(Continued on page 182) 
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platonicae selectae (1949): on the meaning of 
nomot. 


P. Haliste, “Das Servitut der Wasserleitung in 
Platons Gesetzen,” Eranos 48 (1950) 142-149: on 
Laws 844B-C. — P. Haliste, “Zwei Fragen zum 
Katasterwesen in Platons Gesetzen,” Eranos 48 
(1950) 93-160: on land regulations. — P. M. Schuhl, 
“Platon et I'idée d’exploration pharmaco-dynamique,” 
Journ. de psych. norm. et pathol. 43 (1950) 279- 
291: on Laws 647E-648A. — M. Maykowska, “La 
composition des Lois de Platon,” Meander 5 (1950) 
140-157: in Polish. — M. Andronikos, “Le probléme 
des remparts chez Platon,” Studies ... D. M. 
Robinson Il (1953) 583-592: on Laws 778-779B. 
— S Boyancé 1951. — V. Martin, “Sur la con- 
damnation des athées Platon au dixiéme livre 
des Lois,” ASSPh 11 (1951) 103-154: (p). — 
G. R. Morrow, “Popular Courts in Plato’s Lewi,” 
Scientia 45 (1951) 142-150. — T. A. Sinclair, “Class 
Distinction in Medical Practice: A Piece of Ancient 
Evidence,” Bull. Hist. Medicine 25 (1951) 386-387: 
on Laws 720 and 857. — T. A. Sinclair, “Myth and 
Politics in the Laws of Plato,” Act. Congr. Intern. 
Et. Class (Paris 1951) 273-278. — W. Theiler, 
“Die bewahrenden Krafte im Gesetzesstaat Platos,” 
Festschr. Meuli (1951) 192-202. 


F. Gabrieli, ed. et lat. vertit, Plato Arabus, III: 
Alfarabius: Compendium legum Platonis (1952): 
includes Arabic text and three indices; (rev): H. 
Langerbeck, Gnomon 27 (1955) 106-107. — G. J. D. 
Aalders, “Moderne critiek op de Nomoi van Plato,” 
Tijdschr. voor Philos. 15 (1953) 607-636. — V. 
Goldschmidt, “La théorie platonicienne de la dé- 
nonciation,” RMM 58 (1953) 352-375. — R. 
Schaerer, “L’itinéraire dialectique des Lois de Platon 
et sa signification philosophique,” RPhilos 143 
(1953) 379-412: a structural analysis. — P. M. 
Schuhl, “Un cauchemar de Platon?”, RPhilos 143 
(1953) 420-422: on Laws 10. — K. I. Vourveris, 
“Platon kai Krete,” Kretika Chronika 7 (1953) 323- 
336. — K. I. Vourveris, “Theios Phobos,” Epist. 
epet. philos. schol. panepist. Athenon (1953-54) 
122-132. — O. Gigon, “Das Einleitungsgespriich der 
Gesetze Platons,” MH 11 (1954) 201-230: analysis 
of Laws 624A-632D, pointing up the difficulties of 
the passage. — P. Kucharski, “Observations sur le 
mythe des Lois 903B-905D,” BAGB 13.4 (1954) 
31-51: re: Schuhl 1953, supra. — S. Zeppi, “Un 
passo delle Leggi e la filosofia di Prodico,” RSF 10 
(1955) 213-222: on Laws 888E-889E. 


F21. Lysis: F211: J. S. Callaway, “Paul’s Letter 
to the Galatians and Plato's Lysis,” JBL 67 (1948) 


353-355. — G. Galli, Due studi di filosofia greca 
(1950): a Hegelian study of Symp. and Ly. — A. 
Levi, “La teoria della philia nel Liside,’ Giorn. di 
or 5 (1950) 285-296: contacts with Symp. and 
Phdr. 


F22. Menexenos: F221: K. Vourveris, Symbole 
eis ten hermeneian tou Menexenou tou Platonos,” 
Ann. Fac. Lettr. Salonika 1947. — G. M. Lattanzi, 
“IL significato e l'autenticita del Menesseno,” PP 8 
(1953) 303-306: genuine. 


F23. Meno: F231: S. Nacht, “Un passo del 
Menone di Platone (80D-81),”’ Maia 1 (1948) 
198-199: in this passage the Pl. Socrates replaces 
the historical Socr. — B. Phillips, “The Significance 
of Meno’s Paradox,” CW 42 (1948-49) 87-91. — 
R. J. Bastian, “The Mental Character of Meno,” CB 
27 (1951) 40-43. — M. Cardini, “Sull’ ipotesi geo- 
mefrica del Menone,” PP 21 (1951) 401-409: on 
Meno 86E-87B. — E. Stamatis, “Symbole eis ten 
hermeneian geometrikou choriou tou dialogou tou 
Platonos Menon,” Platon 3 (1951) 218-227. — G. 
N. Giblin, “Meno’s Fundamental Weakness,” CJ] 48 
(1952-53) 201-207. — D Rudberg 1953. — A. 
Heijboer, “Plato: Meno 86E-87A,” Mnemosyne 8 
(1955) 89-122: an intensive study; posthumous. — 
F12I Soreth 1955: on chronology. 

(To be continued in No. 14) 
THOMAS G. ROSENMEYER 
UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON 
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VALGIGLIO, ERNESTO. Silla e la crisi repubblicana. 
(“Biblioteca di Cultura,” 60.) Florence: La Nuova 
Italia, 1956. Pp. v, 255. L. 1000. 


VERMEULE, CORNELIUS. Cameo and Intaglio: Engraved 
Gems from the Sommerville Collection, Philadelphia: 
The University Museum, 1956. Pp. 33; ill. $0.25. 


First public exhibition (Nov. 1956 - Mar. 1957) of 
the collection of Maxwell Sommerville (1829-1904), Pro- 
fessor of Glyptology in the University of Pennsylvania. 
Viruccl, GIOVANNI. Ricerche sulla praefectura urbi in 

eta imperiale (sec. 1-Ill), Rome: “L’Erma” di Bret- 

schneider, 1956. Pp. 124. L. 1800. 


Through a miscalculation in setting our printing 
order for certain earlier issues, our stock of Vol. 50, 
Nos. 4, 5, and 6, is dangerously low. 

We should be very grateful to friends of Classical 
Weekly who might care to return us copies of these 
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Contents: 
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A section of interesting and lively continuous-reading passages 
from classical writers provides a crowning literary experience at 
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their content they constitute an introduction to Roman thought 
and experience. 


Vocabularies. Each chapter has a vocabulary of basic words for 
general reading; in addition many chapters have lists of words 
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